Abstract: An eco-labeling scheme is a method of environmental performance certification that is beneficial for reducing negative environmental impacts and promoting green consumption. Many types of research studies have shown its effectiveness. However, to the best of our knowledge, fewer studies have considered how to supervise and regulate the enterprises after getting certificated. An enterprise may have obtained certification that its product meets the corresponding environmental standards, but without effective supervisions and regulations, it may not continue to implement the standards after being certified. Such behaviors are not only unfavorable to environmental protection, they also harm the eco-labeling scheme. With the consideration that different eco-labeling schemes and standards would result in different interaction relationships among stakeholders, we focus on Chinese Environmental Labeling (CEL), which is a government-sponsored scheme. By utilizing the approach of evolutionary game theory, we built a model including the government agency and enterprise and their strategic interactions. Numerical analyses are applied to verify the modeling analyses and demonstrate the influences of game parameters. Our results indicate that supervisions from the government side are necessary in order for the enterprises to implement the standards, but high supervision costs and low efficiency are the main factors that prevent the government agency from getting more involved. Reducing the executing costs of the enterprises would prompt them to participate more. Additionally, if the government agencies and customers could have a bigger, more positive influence on the enterprises, then the enterprises would likely choose to implement the standards. Our results provide references for the better development of an eco-labeling scheme as well as government environmental policy-making.
Introduction
Eco-labeling schemes are always launched by governments and other organizations to differentiate between enterprises that apply green processes and those that do not. Nowadays, with the public becoming more concerned about the influences of their daily activities on the environment, eco-labeling has become an effective tool for individual customers verifying the environmental friendliness claimed by enterprises [1, 2] .
in the equilibrium point [30] . Given this, the evolutionary game model is utilized in this paper to reflect the bounded rationality of players and their dynamic process of strategy choosing.
In addition, we should notice that the existing eco-labeling schemes in different countries are very different, and different certification systems and standards would result in different interaction relationships among stakeholders [3, 8, 17, 31, 32] . Regarding this point, we focus on Chinese Environmental Labeling (CEL) which is an eco-labeling scheme sponsored by the Chinese government. It is also one of the most influential and authoritative eco-labeling schemes in China. Based on the modeling analyses, some policy suggestions are proposed, which would benefit a better development of eco-labeling scheme as well as government environmental policy-making.
Although our research is mainly motivated by the issues that exist in China, the analyses and proposed policy suggestions are also suitable for many countries, especially some large developing countries. A series of government-sponsored eco-labeling schemes have been established in these countries recently, and similar problems have also been encountered by their governments [8, 33, 34] .
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 presents a brief presentation of the CEL scheme. Section 3 introduces its notions, assumptions, and parameters. Section 4 provides the mathematical model and corresponding analyses of the studied problems. In Section 5, a numerical analysis is conducted to supplement the analyses in Section 4 and demonstrate the influences of the game's parameters. Section 6 summarizes the paper and proposes several policy suggestions, and Appendixes A-C provide the proofs to the propositions.
A Description to CEL
The Chinese Environmental Labeling (CEL) scheme was launched by the Ministry of Environmental Protection of the People's Republic of China (MEP) in 1993. As shown in Figure 1 , the label consists of the sun, a green hill, and water in the center encircled by 10 rings, which represent the public. The moral of the label is that we should act together to protect our planet. At present, about 4000 enterprises and 200,000 products have been verified. From August 2001, CEL started to follow the regulations of ISO 14024. Compared with other eco-labeling schemes in China, CEL requires that labeled products are not only qualified but also have fewer environmental impacts than parallel products. It is a full life-cycle activity from product design, production, packaging, and transportation to consumption and recirculation [35] . Remarkable results have been acquired in the printing and ceramic industries. The development process of CEL is presented in Figure 2 .
The general certification process of CEL is: a prospective enterprise submits a request as well as the required corresponding testimonial materials to the China Environmental United Certification Center (CEC). If qualified, the enterprise needs to pay the certification fees and sign a contract with the CEC. Then, a check panel would be sent by the CEC to the enterprise's actual production field. The panel conducts on-site investigations to the enterprise, and sends selected samples to a CECaffiliated testing organization for further testing. Based on the materials submitted by the enterprise, results of the field investigation and sample test results from the testing organization, the check panel makes a report and submits it to the technical committee of the CEC. The technical committee summarizes the results of the investigation and decides. At present, about 4000 enterprises and 200,000 products have been verified. From August 2001, CEL started to follow the regulations of ISO 14024. Compared with other eco-labeling schemes in China, CEL requires that labeled products are not only qualified but also have fewer environmental impacts than parallel products. It is a full life-cycle activity from product design, production, packaging, and transportation to consumption and recirculation [35] . Remarkable results have been acquired in the printing and ceramic industries. The development process of CEL is presented in Figure 2 .
The general certification process of CEL is: a prospective enterprise submits a request as well as the required corresponding testimonial materials to the China Environmental United Certification Center (CEC). If qualified, the enterprise needs to pay the certification fees and sign a contract with the CEC. Then, a check panel would be sent by the CEC to the enterprise's actual production field. The panel conducts on-site investigations to the enterprise, and sends selected samples to a CEC-affiliated testing organization for further testing. Based on the materials submitted by the enterprise, results of the field investigation and sample test results from the testing organization, the check panel makes a report and If approved, the enterprise would be authorized to use CEL for three years. The enterprise can print the label on the packaging of its products. At the same time, labeled products have priority for government procurement (in 2006, the Ministry of Finance of the People' s Republic of China (MOF) issued rules requiring government agencies to give priority to CEL products). In general, the CEC would inspect the enterprise annually, and the local administrations for industry and commerce (AIC) also have supervision duties. The supervision results of the AIC would be reported to the CEC. If an enterprise were found to not implement the standards, the CEC would issue fines to it. After three years, the enterprise needs to resubmit materials and accepts recertification. The specific processes are presented in Figure 3 .
From Figure 3 , we can see that the certification and supervision process design of CEL seems to be rigorous. However, given that the CEC and AIC need to supervise thousands of scattered enterprises and hundreds of thousands of different products, workforce and material resources are limited for it to implement effective supervisions. Regarding this, the motivations for authorized enterprises to implement standards continuously should be analyzed, and the strategic interactions between the enterprises and government agencies should be coordinated, so that a more efficient supervision system could be formulated by the government. If approved, the enterprise would be authorized to use CEL for three years. The enterprise can print the label on the packaging of its products. At the same time, labeled products have priority for government procurement (in 2006, the Ministry of Finance of the People' s Republic of China (MOF) issued rules requiring government agencies to give priority to CEL products). In general, the CEC would inspect the enterprise annually, and the local administrations for industry and commerce (AIC) also have supervision duties. The supervision results of the AIC would be reported to the CEC. If an enterprise were found to not implement the standards, the CEC would issue fines to it. After three years, the enterprise needs to resubmit materials and accepts recertification. The specific processes are presented in Figure 3 .
From Figure 3 , we can see that the certification and supervision process design of CEL seems to be rigorous. However, given that the CEC and AIC need to supervise thousands of scattered enterprises and hundreds of thousands of different products, workforce and material resources are limited for it to implement effective supervisions. Regarding this, the motivations for authorized enterprises to implement standards continuously should be analyzed, and the strategic interactions between the enterprises and government agencies should be coordinated, so that a more efficient supervision system could be formulated by the government. 
Notions, Assumptions, and Parameters
Regarding the contents of Section 2, the stylized modeling scenario in this paper is: after the certification process, the enterprises are authorized to use the CEL. Government agencies such as the CEC and the AIC act as supervisors. We consider an evolutionary game model including the government agencies and enterprises. Based on the theory of the evolutionary game, government agencies and enterprises are treated as separate players. They choose their strategies simultaneously, and neither of them can observe the other player's choice when they make their decision. Their strategic interactions can be viewed as an asymmetric repeated game.
The pure strategy set of the government agency consists of two alternative strategies: supervise ( 1 A ) and do not supervise ( 2 A ). The government agency adopts strategy 1 A with the probability of , and the probability of nonimplementation is 1 y  . The government agency sets a series of standards for the enterprise, and supervises its implementation. The environmental benefits that the government department could obtain from the cleaner production of the enterprise are defined as W . The more actions that the government agency takes, the more trusts from the public would develop towards the CEL scheme, and more prospective enterprises would be willing to join the scheme. We use 1 L to denote the benefits that the government agency could obtain from the public side if it chose strategy 1 A .
The supervision costs of the government agency are defined as 1 C . If the enterprise chose not to implement the standards, the probability of its behaviors being detected by the government agency was 1 ( ) q C . q is monotonically increasing with 1 C . If the government department found out that the authorized enterprise did not implement the standards, the government department would issue fines ( F ) to it.
Based on some popular understandings, the following assumptions are proposed. 
The pure strategy set of the government agency consists of two alternative strategies: supervise (A 1 ) and do not supervise (A 2 ). The government agency adopts strategy A 1 with the probability of x (0 ≤ x ≤ 1), and the opposite strategy with 1 − x. Similarly, the pure strategy set of the enterprise also consists of two alternative strategies: implement (B 1 ) and do not implement (B 2 ). The probability of the enterprise choosing the strategy B 1 is y (0 ≤ y ≤ 1), and the probability of non-implementation is 1 − y.
The government agency sets a series of standards for the enterprise, and supervises its implementation. The environmental benefits that the government department could obtain from the cleaner production of the enterprise are defined as W. The more actions that the government agency takes, the more trusts from the public would develop towards the CEL scheme, and more prospective enterprises would be willing to join the scheme. We use L 1 to denote the benefits that the government agency could obtain from the public side if it chose strategy A 1 .
The supervision costs of the government agency are defined as C 1 . If the enterprise chose not to implement the standards, the probability of its behaviors being detected by the government agency was q(C 1 ). q is monotonically increasing with C 1 . If the government department found out that the authorized enterprise did not implement the standards, the government department would issue fines (F) to it.
Based on some popular understandings, the following assumptions are proposed.
is a continuous function and q(C 1 = 0) = 0. We assume that
< 0, which means that the detection probability increases with the supervision costs of the government agency. The sketch diagram of q(C 1 ) is depicted as Figure 4 . To facilitate the analysis, we assume that q(C 1 ) = 1 − e −C 1 /R and R is a constant that reflects the supervision effectiveness of the government agency [36] .
For the enterprises, there is a basic hypothesis:
Assumption 2. Enterprises' production has a negative impact on the state of the environment, and a cleaner production is more expensive than the normal production [37] . It means that a higher cost (C 2 ) is needed for implementing the standards strictly.
The benefits from the customer side for the enterprise choosing to participate in the eco-labeling scheme are denoted as P 1 , which comes from the premium for labeled products and the environmental considerations of consumers [38] . As mentioned in Section 2, CEL-labeled products have the priority for government procurement; so, we use P 2 to denote the benefits from the government side. The enterprise could always obtain the benefits of P 1 and P 2 unless it did not implement the standards, and its behavior was detected by the government agency.
As depicted in Table 1 , the decision variables and parameters are explained as follows. Table 1 . Definitions of the notations used in the paper.
For Government Agency
x Decision variable, the probability of choosing strategy A 1 W Environmental benefits from the cleaner production
Benefits from the public side for choosing strategy A 1 F Fines for the non-execution act
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For Enterprise
y Decision variable, the probability of choosing strategy B 1 P 1
Benefits from the customer side due to participating in the scheme P 2 Benefits from the government side due to participating in the scheme C 2 Implementation costs for cleaner production q The probability that the non-execution act was discovered Others R A constant that reflected the supervision effectiveness of the government agency e standards, and its behavior was detected by the government agency. cted in Table 1 , the decision variables and parameters are explained as follo Table 1 . Definitions of the notations used in the paper.
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Game Model

The Model
Regarding the content in Section 3, the payoffs of the government agency and the enterprise are presented in Table 2 . As depicted in Table 2 , in the scenario of (A 1 , B 2 ), the government agency chooses to implement supervision, and the enterprise chooses not to implement the standards. For the government agency, it costs C 1 to implement supervision and gains L 1 from the public side. If the enterprise was found to have not implemented the standards (the probability of its non-execution act discovered by the government agency was q), the government agency would impose a fine (F) to the enterprise and order it to make corrections. If the government agency could not find the non-execution acts of the enterprise, it could not obtain the environmental benefits. In this scenario, the expected payoffs of the government agency are −C 1 + q(F + W) + L 1 . Table 2 . Payoff matrix.
Government Agency Enterprise
To the enterprise, if its non-execution acts were discovered, it would be fined F. Whereas if not, the enterprise could still gain benefits from the customer and government sides. In this scenario, the expected payoffs are −qF + (1 − q)(P 1 + P 2 ). The other formulas in Table 2 are derived in a similar way, and are thus skipped here.
In terms of Table 2 , the fitness of the government agency choosing strategy A 1 and A 2 are:
We use U A1 to represent the fitness of the government agency choosing the strategy A 1 , and U A2 represents the fitness of choosing A 2 . Thus, the average fitness of the government agency can be obtained as follows:
Similarly, the fitness of the enterprise choosing the strategies B 1 and B 2 are:
U B1 represents the fitness of the enterprise choosing the strategy B 1 , and U B2 represents the fitness of choosing B 2 . Thus, the average fitness of the enterprise can be obtained as follows:
In a replicator dynamic system, the growth rate of a strategy chosen by a player would be equal to its fitness, less the average fitness among each player [39] . For the government agency, the change rate of x is f A = dx dt = x(U A1 − U A ). Substituting Equations (1) and (3) into it, and adding some elementary algebra results in:
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Similarly, we can obtain:
Equations (7) and (8) form the continuous frequency dynamic system of this evolutionary game. When f A = 0 and f B = 0, it means that the speed of strategy adjustment is equal to zero, and the system reaches a relatively stable equilibrium state. As presented in Formula (9), the dynamic equation set can be obtained as follows:
By solving Equation (9), five local equilibrium points (LEP) from the system are obtained: A (0, 0),
The Jacobian matrix (J) of the game is presented by Formula (11):
According to Friedman [29] , A, B, C, and D are local pure strategy equilibrium points, E is a mixed local strategy equilibrium point, and the stability of them can be obtained by analyzing the Jacobian matrix's determinant (detJ) and trace of the game (trJ). The specific values of detJ and trJ of J in the above five points are presented in Appendix A.
For a certain point, if detJ > 0 and trJ < 0, this point satisfies the ESS (evolutionary stable state) condition, and it has the asymptotic stability. Thus, the corresponding strategy combination is a stable equilibrium solution. If detJ ≥ 0 and trJ > 0, this point is unstable. If detJ > 0 and trJ = 0, this point is neutral. If detJ < 0, this point is a saddle point [40, 41] . In terms of Table A1 in Appendix A, the proposition below can be derived. Proposition 1. The strategy combination (A 2 , B 1 ) would not be a stable equilibrium solution.
Remark 1. The proof to Proposition 1 is presented in Appendix B. Without the influences from the government and public side, a for-profit enterprise would not implement the environmental standards spontaneously. Supervisions from the government agencies are necessary to keep the CEL scheme working smoothly.
In this section, we obtain the fitness functions to specify the strategic interactions between the government agencies and enterprise. As shown in Table A1 , whether a certain point is a stable point, Sustainability 2018, 10, 1494 9 of 22 a neutral point, or a saddle point is determined by the size of the relationships among the parameters. In the next section, we study the possible scenarios one by one, analyze the conditions for the different equilibrium states, and explain their corresponding practical significance.
Model Analysis
In terms of the contents in Section 3 and Table A1 , there would be altogether six possible scenarios in this game, according to the size relationships between the costs and benefits of the players.
Scenario I
When L 1 > C 1 and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) > C 2 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Table 3 . Table 3 . State analysis of local equilibrium points (LEP). ESS: evolutionary stable state.
LEP
det J trJ State
As depicted in Table A1 , for A (0, 0), detJ
In this case, A (0, 0) is a saddle point. Other formulas in Table 3 are derived in a similar way and skipped here.
Proposition 2.
Under the condition that L 1 > C 1 and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) > C 2 , D (1, 1) is the ESS point.
Remark 2.
In this scenario, the government agency chooses to supervise, and the enterprise chooses to implement the standards. From an overview viewpoint, parameters q, F, W, and L 1 can be viewed as the "positive factors" for the government agency choosing a strategy A 1 , and C 1 can be viewed as the "negative factor". Similarly, to the enterprise, q, F, P 1 , and P 2 can be viewed as the "positive factors" for the enterprise choosing strategy B 1 , and C 2 can be viewed as the "negative factor". Under the condition that L 1 > C 1 and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) > C 2 , both the government agency and enterprise have motivations to fulfill their duty.
According to the equilibrium state analysis in Table 3 , the evolution paths of A~E in scenario 1 can be depicted by panel (a) in Figure 5 . In phase portrait I, we can see that with a neutral point E (x * , y * ) in the center, the point B (0, 1) acts as the "source", and point D (1, 1) acts as the "sink". A (0, 0) and C (1, 0) are two saddle points; they have the stability in one direction.
Scenario II
When L 1 > C 1 and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) < C 2 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Table 4 . 
Remark 3. In this scenario, the enterprise has fewer motivations to implement the standards, and efforts from the government agency would have no impact. The enterprise would choose not to implement the standards, although the government agency chooses to supervise. This scenario is unfavorable for the government agency.
As depicted in panel (b) of Figure 5 , the phase portrait is symmetric with a neutral point E (x * , y * ) at the center, a "source" at B (0, 1), and a "sink" at C (1, 0). A (0, 0) and D (1, 1) are two saddle points.
Scenario III
When 0 < L 1 < C 1 − q(F + W) and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) > C 2 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Table 5 . Table 5 . State analysis of LEP.
LEP
Remark 4. In this scenario, the government agency tends to choose not to supervise due to high supervision costs. Without the supervisions from the government side, the enterprise would not implement the standards. As depicted in panel (c) of Figure 5 , with a neutral point E (x * , y * ) in the center, the point C (1, 0) acts as the "source" and point A (0, 0) acts as the "sink". B (0, 1) and D (1, 1) are two saddle points.
Scenario IV
When 0 < L 1 < C 1 − q(F + W) and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) < C 2 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Table 6 . Table 6 . State analysis of LEP.
LEP
Remark 5. In this scenario, neither the government agency nor the enterprise has motivation to fulfill their duty. The CEL scheme loses the force of constraint to both participants. As depict in panel (d) in Figure 5 , the phase portrait is symmetric with a neutral point E (x * , y * ) at the center, a "source" at D (1, 1), and a "sink" at A (0, 0). B (0, 1) and C (1, 0) are two saddle points.
Scenario V
When C 1 − q(F + W) < L 1 < C 1 and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) > C 2 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Table 7 . 
there is no ESS point in the game. Figure 5 , E ( x * , y * ) locates in the center, and the other points in four corners are on periodic trajectories circling counterclockwise. Under Malthusian dynamics, there is no ESS solution for this game.
Remark 6. As depicted in panel (e) in
Scenario VI
When C 1 − q(F + W) < L 1 < C 1 and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) < C 2 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Table 8 . 0) is the ESS point.
Remark 7.
Similar to Scenario II, in this scenario, the enterprise would not implement the standards spontaneously, and efforts from the government agency would have no impact. As depicted in panel (f) in Figure 5 , with a neutral point E (x * , y * ) in the center, the point D (1, 1) acts as the "source", and point C (1, 0) acts as the "sink". A (0, 0) and B (0, 1) are two saddle points.
, the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Tables A2-A10 in Appendix C. Given the limited space available and without affecting the conclusion, we would not analyze them one by one. In this section, we analyze all of the possible scenarios by dividing parameters into "negative" and "positive" influence factors. In the next section, firstly, we would employ a numerical analysis in order to verify the analyses in this section. In addition, a series of numerical analysis would also be conducted to show the influence of single game parameters. Figure   5 , with a neutral point E ( x  , y  ) in the center, the point D (1, 1) acts as the "source", and point C (1, 0) acts   as the "sink". A (0, 0) and B (0, 1) are two saddle points. 
Remark 7. Similar to Scenario II, in this scenario, the enterprise would not implement the standards spontaneously, and efforts from the government agency would have no impact. As depicted in panel (f) in
 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Tables A2-A10 in Appendix C. Given the limited space available and without affecting the conclusion, we would not analyze them one by one.
In this section, we analyze all of the possible scenarios by dividing parameters into "negative" and "positive" influence factors. In the next section, firstly, we would employ a numerical analysis in order to verify the analyses in this section. In addition, a series of numerical analysis would also be conducted to show the influence of single game parameters.
Numerical Analysis
In this section, we outline the results of sensitivity analyses to complement the contents of Section 4. The classic Runge-Kutta method is applied to solve the differential equation group of the dynamic replicator system [42] . This numerical experiment is conducted on the simulation platform of MATLAB R2016a.
A MATLAB built-in function ode45 is utilized to obtain the numerical solutions. In this paper, the starting time of the evolution is set to 0, and the terminal time is set to 10. The initial point is V (
In terms of the contents in Section 3, we assume the baseline: 
A MATLAB built-in function ode45 is utilized to obtain the numerical solutions. In this paper, the starting time of the evolution is set to 0, and the terminal time is set to 10. The initial point is V (X 0 , Y 0 ), of which 0 ≤ X 0 , Y 0 ≤ 1. In terms of the contents in Section 3, we assume the baseline:
Verification to Phase Portrait I~IV
With the other parameters remaining the same, by setting C 1 = 12 and C 2 = 8, in this scenario, L 1 > C 1 and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) > C 2 . We randomly choose 50 points as the initial points; the evolution results can be depicted in panel (a) of Figure 6 . We can see that the general tendency of the evolution paths is consistent with panel (a) in Figure 5 .
With the other parameters remaining the same, by setting C 1 = 12 and C 2 = 20, in this scenario, L 1 > C 1 and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) < C 2 . Similarly, we randomly choose 50 points as the initial points. The general evolution tendency can be depicted in panel (b) of Figure 6 , which is consistent with panel (b) in Figure 5 .
With the other parameters remaining the same, by setting C 1 = 35 and C 2 = 8, in this scenario, 0 < L 1 < C 1 − q(F + W) and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) > C 2 . Similarly, we randomly choose 50 points as the initial points. The general evolution tendency can be depicted in panel (c) of Figure 6 , which is consistent with panel (c) in Figure 5 .
With the other parameters remaining the same, by setting C 1 = 35 and C 2 = 20, in this scenario, 0 < L 1 < C 1 − q(F + W) and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) < C 2 . We randomly choose 50 points as the initial points.
The general evolution tendency can be depicted in panel (d) of Figure 6 . We can see that the general tendency of the evolution paths is consistent with panel (d) in Figure 5 .
With the other parameters remaining the same, by setting C 1 = 20 and C 2 = 8, in this scenario,
We randomly choose 50 points as the initial points. The general evolution tendency can be depicted in panel (e) of Figure 6 . We can see that the general tendency of the evolution paths is consistent with panel (e) in Figure 5 .
With the other parameters remaining the same, by setting C 1 = 20 and C 2 = 20, in this scenario, C 1 − q(F + W) < L 1 < C 1 and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) < C 2 . We randomly choose 50 points as the initial points. The general evolution tendency can be depicted in panel (f) of Figure 6 . We can see that the general tendency of the evolution paths is consistent with panel (f) in Figure 5 .
With the other parameters remaining the same, by setting 1 35 C  and 2 20 C  , in this scenario,
We randomly choose 50 points as the initial points. The general evolution tendency can be depicted in panel (d) of Figure 6 . We can see that the general tendency of the evolution paths is consistent with panel (d) in Figure 5 .
With the other parameters remaining the same, by setting 1 20 C  and 2 8 C  , in this scenario,
We randomly choose 50 points as the initial points.
The general evolution tendency can be depicted in panel (e) of Figure 6 . We can see that the general tendency of the evolution paths is consistent with panel (e) in Figure 5 .
With the other parameters remaining the same, by setting 1 
We randomly choose 50 points as the initial points. The general evolution tendency can be depicted in panel (f) of Figure 6 . We can see that the general tendency of the evolution paths is consistent with panel (f) in Figure 5 . 
Influences of Special Parameters
By setting C 2 = 8, and keeping the other parameters consistent with the baseline, the initial point is (0.5, 0.5). Panels (a) and (b) in Figure 7 shows the results of the sensitivity analysis, in which C 1 increases from 10 to 50 with an addition of 10. In panel (a), we can see that when C 1 increases, the dominant strategy of the government agency would change from supervision to no supervision. Reducing the implementation costs is helpful for more involvement from the government agency. In panel (b), we can see that when C 1 increases, the implementation probability of the enterprise decreases. Without supervision from the government agency, the enterprise would likely choose non-execution.
By setting C 1 = 12, and keeping the other parameters consistent with the baseline, the initial point is (0.5, 0.5). Panels (c) and (d) in Figure 7 show the results of the sensitivity analysis, in which C 2 increases from 5 to 25 with an addition of 5. In panel (b), we can see that when C 2 increases, the implementation probability of the enterprise decreases. 
Conclusions and Policy Implications
This paper has focused on the problem in the eco-labeling scheme of how to regulate and supervise the enterprises after they are certified, while also taking into consideration that the existing eco-labeling schemes in different countries are very different, and different certification systems and standards would result in different interaction relationships among stakeholders. We especially focus on the CEL scheme and study the strategic interactions between the government agency and enterprise by utilizing the approach of evolutionary game theory. With the supplement of numerical analyses, five propositions are proposed. Our results indicate that:
1. Combined with the analyses in Proposition 1, we can see that in any case, the strategy combination ( 2 A , 1 B ) could not be a stable equilibrium solution. Namely, without effective supervision, a for-profit enterprise would not fulfill its duty spontaneously. 2. According to panel (a) in Figure 7 , when the supervision costs of the government agency increase, the government agency would choose not to supervise. In terms of panel (m), if the supervision efficiency of the government agency was low, the enterprise would tend to not implement the standards. 3. In terms of panel (d) in Figure 7 , when the implementation costs of the enterprise increase, the enterprise would not like to implement the standards. 4. Combined with the panel (l) in Figure 7 , we can see that when the fines for the non-execution acts of an enterprise increase, it would like to choose to implement the standards. 5. As presented by panels (f) and (h) in Figure 7 , when the influences from the government and customer side increase, the enterprises tend to choose to implement the standards.
Under the assumptions and parameter settings in this paper, the strategy combination (not supervise, implement) could not be a stable equilibrium. In line with the current situation, supervision from the government side is necessary in order for the enterprise to implement the standards.
For the government agency, high supervision costs and low efficiency are the two main obstructive factors. In this case, on the one hand, regarding Figure 3 , in the following stage, the By setting C 1 = 12 and C 2 = 20, and keeping the other parameters consistent with the baseline, the initial point is (0.5, 0.5). According to panel (b) in Figure 5 , in this case, point C (1, 0) would be the ESS point. Panels (e) and (f) in Figure 7 show the results of the sensitivity analysis, in which P 1 increases from 10 to 50 with an addition of 10. In panel (f), we can see that when the influences from the customer side (P 1 ) increase, the enterprise would likely choose to implement the standards.
By setting C 1 = 12 and C 2 = 20, and keeping the other parameters consistent with the baseline, the initial point is (0.5, 0.5). According to panel (b) in Figure 5 , in this case, point C (1, 0) would be the ESS point. Panels (g) and (h) in Figure 7 show the results of the sensitivity analysis, in which P 2 increases from 5 to 25 with an addition of 5. In panel (h), we can see that when the benefits from the government side (P 2 ) increase, the enterprise would likely choose to implement the standards.
By setting C 1 = 35 and C 2 = 20, and keeping the other parameters consistent with the baseline, the initial point is (0.5, 0.5). According to panel (d) in Figure 5 , in this case, point A (0, 0) would be the ESS point. Panels (i) and (j) in Figure 7 show the results of the sensitivity analysis, in which L 1 increases from 10 to 50 with an addition of 10. We can see that when the benefits from the public side (L 1 ) increase, the government agency would like to choose the strategy A 1 . With the implementation possibility of the government agency increasing, the enterprise would like to choose implementing the standards.
By setting C 1 = 12 and C 2 = 20, and keeping the other parameters consistent with the baseline, the initial point is (0.5, 0.5). According to panel (b) in Figure 5 , in this case, point C (1, 0) would be the ESS point. Panels (k) and (l) in Figure 7 show the results of the sensitivity analysis, in which F increases from 5 to 25 with an addition of 5. From panel (l), we can see that to the enterprise, when the fines for non-execution acts (F) increase, the enterprise would choose to implement the standards. The ESS point would switch from C (1, 0) to D (1, 1) .
By setting C 1 = 12 and C 2 = 8, and keeping the other parameters consistent with the baseline, the initial point is (0.5, 0.5). According to panel (a) in Figure 5 , in this case, D (1, 1) would be the ESS point. Panels (m) and (n) in Figure 7 show the results of the sensitivity analysis, in which R increases from 15 to 35 with an addition of 5. In panel (n), we can see that to the enterprise, when the supervision effectiveness of the government agency decreases (R increases), the enterprise would tend to choose the strategy of non-execution, in which case the ESS point would switch from D (1, 1) to C (1, 0).
Combined with the analyses in Proposition 1, we can see that in any case, the strategy combination (A 2 , B 1 ) could not be a stable equilibrium solution. Namely, without effective supervision, a for-profit enterprise would not fulfill its duty spontaneously.
2.
According to panel (a) in Figure 7 , when the supervision costs of the government agency increase, the government agency would choose not to supervise. In terms of panel (m), if the supervision efficiency of the government agency was low, the enterprise would tend to not implement the standards. 3.
In terms of panel (d) in Figure 7 , when the implementation costs of the enterprise increase, the enterprise would not like to implement the standards.
4.
Combined with the panel (l) in Figure 7 , we can see that when the fines for the non-execution acts of an enterprise increase, it would like to choose to implement the standards.
5.
As presented by panels (f) and (h) in Figure 7 , when the influences from the government and customer side increase, the enterprises tend to choose to implement the standards.
For the government agency, high supervision costs and low efficiency are the two main obstructive factors. In this case, on the one hand, regarding Figure 3 , in the following stage, the government could consider bringing public scrutiny into the supervision system, which would be helpful for reducing informational asymmetries between the government agency and the enterprise. On the other hand, the participation of a third-party agency and company would not only benefit through reducing supervision costs, it would also be helpful through contributing to improving the effects of supervision [5, 19] .
For the enterprise, high implementation cost is an important factor that impedes it from getting more involved. Reducing the execution costs of enterprises is helpful in making them participate more. In this case, government agencies can offer some subsidies or tax reductions to the enterprises [21] . Except for imposing a fine, a government agency such as the CEC needs to integrate the supervision information. A public information platform is necessary to disclose these dishonest enterprises and pipe them off from government procurement.
In addition, to encourage the enterprises to implement the standards spontaneously, on the one hand, the government should provide more priorities to labeled products. On the other hand, more publicity about the eco-label should be visible to the public, which would help to raise the green consumption awareness of consumers. All of those measures are helpful for moving the equilibrium point toward the strategy combination (not supervise, implement) [43] .
Although our research is mainly motivated by the issues that exist in China, the analyses and proposed policy suggestions are also suitable for many countries, especially some large developing countries. Given the limited space available, an evaluation of the effectiveness of these proposals above cannot be discussed in detail in this paper, which can be modeled by incorporating additional factors such as tax, publicity costs, and so on.
In this paper, we specially focus on the eco-labeling scheme launched by the government. We treat government agencies such as the CEC and AIC as a whole, and do not consider their personal incentives. That is one drawback of this paper. In the following study, we would take these factors into account, as well as the influences from other certification organizations such as businesses and non-governmental organizations (NGOs). Studying the conflicting interests among them would make the study more comprehensive and practical. On the other hand, we also do not consider how many rounds are required to achieve equilibrium. In fact, if the interaction between the enterprise and the government agency was finite, evolutionary game theory would not be suitable for this issue. In that case, a supergame between the enterprise and the government agency should be modeled, and then the folk theorem would kick in.
The value of this paper is limited in that the data used in the numerical analysis is not real. In the following research, we would conduct an empirical analysis to verify the results and supplement the contents of this paper. Also, our paper analyzes the interaction relationships between the government agencies and enterprises. In future research, the consumer would be added to the game as a third player, which would make the study more valuable. Recently, a series of new information technologies have been adopted by the Chinese government to regulate the labeled enterprises, such as the Internet of Things and data mining. The influences of these factors should also be modeled in future research. ∂y . In terms of Formula (11), the specific values of detJ and trJ in LEP points A~E can be obtained as follows: Table A1 . Definitions of the notations used in the paper.
LEP
The Determinant and Trace of J
E (x * , y * ) detJ = y * (1 − y * )q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) + x * (1 − x * )q(F + W) trJ = 0
Appendix B
Proof to Proposition 1. To B (0, 1), detJ = C 2 (−C 1 + L 1 ) and trJ = −C 1 + L 1 + C 2 . If the value of C 1 was larger than L 1 , this would result in −C 1 + L 1 < 0⇒detJ = C 2 (−C 1 + L 1 ) < 0. In this scenario, point B was a saddle point; if the value of C 1 was less than L 1 , this would result in detJ = C 2 (−C 1 + L 1 ) > 0 and trJ = −C 1 + L 1 + C 2 > 0. In this scenario, point B was an unstable point. If the value of C 1 was equal to L 1 , this would result in detJ = C 2 (−C 1 + L 1 ) = 0 and trJ = C 2 > 0. In this scenario, point B was an unstable point. Hence, in any case, point B could not be a stable point, and the corresponding strategy combination (A 2 , B 1 ) would not be a stable equilibrium solution.
Appendix C
When L 1 = C 1 , L 1 = C 1 − q(F + W) or q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) = C 2 , all of the possible scenarios of five local equilibrium points are shown in Tables A2-A10 .
When L 1 = C 1 and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) > C 2 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Table A2 . When L 1 = C 1 and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) < C 2 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Table A3 . When L 1 = C 1 − q(F + W) and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) > C 2 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Table A4 . When L 1 = C 1 − q(F + W) and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) < C 2 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Table A5 . When 0 < L 1 < C 1 − q(F + W) and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) = C 2 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Table A6 . When C 1 − q(F + W) < L 1 < C 1 and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) = C 2 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Table A7 . When L 1 > C 1 and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) = C 2 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Table A8 . When L 1 = C 1 − q(F + W) and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) = C 2 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Table A9 . When L 1 = C 1 and q(F + P 1 + P 2 ) = C 2 , the state of five local equilibrium points can be shown in Table A10 . 
